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Trends in Collection & Collection Development Practices in University 
libraries with a particular reference to India and other developing 
countries: A review of literature 
Collection & Collection Development in University libraries  
The distinctive roles played by the University libraries through their librarians and 
information professionals is that they gather, systematize and synchronize access to the most 
preeminent available information resources for their library patrons as opined by (Beverly, 
Both & Bath, 2003). In this milieu, while Ahmad (1984) analyses the contemporary 
procedures, practices, applications and operations of University libraries. Cholin (2005) 
pointed out that the key activities of University libraries that which makes them functional in 
real essence includes “collection development, document delivery, services, user education, 
access to resources held by the library, access to other library resources, and access to 
electronic resources”. Accordingly, commenting upon the status of collection in University 
libraries Joshi (2015) reports that collection in University libraries of North India comprises 
of both print as well as e-information resources. Similar findings are resonated in the studies 
conducted by Prakash and Patil (2013) in central University libraries in India; Sasikala, 
Nagaratnamani and Dhanraju (2015) in University libraries of Andhra Pradesh; Ameyaw 
and Entsua-Mensah (2016) in University library of Ghana; Simisay (2012) in Nigerian 
University libraries. Moreover, Ameen (2006) reveals that collection of University libraries 
in Pakistan comprises predominantly of books followed by serial publications viz; 
newspapers, magazines and journals. In tune with same Ghosh and Panda (2010) highlight 
the status of serials collection in the libraries attached to the Premier Institutions of India. The 
study reveals that the major proportion of budget for collection development is spent on 
subscription of serials based on information needs of users. On the other hand Gohel and 
Parmar (2013) concludes that merely one fourth of the total book collection fulfil the 
information requirement of users in Indian University library from available collection. In the 
same vein, Simisay (2012) reports the non-availability of required information resources in 
Nigerian University library. Nkechi (2015) highlights that University library in South East 
Zone of Nigeria lacks current foreign journals besides local journals lack continuity. On the 
other hand Mansour (2017) reveal that South Valley University (SVU) libraries comprises of 
adequate print collection but lags behind in non-print collection viz; CDs/DVDs, audio-
visual materials, microfilm and microfiche, online resources and electronic materials, 
respectively. Accordingly, in view of immense importance of collection development in 
libraries, researchers put forward an overview of collection development practices in 
University libraries. In this regard Kaplan (as cited in Chandel & Saikia, 2012) highlight 
about the major elements of collection development that needs to be taken into due 
consideration by academic libraries which includes “budgeting, type of information 
resources, selection, acquisition and ultimately evaluation of information resources”. A study 
by Gupta (1992) gave brief account of collection development in Indian University libraries 
after the Independence. Moreover, Pradhan (2016) reveals that University library of Orissa 
are following suitable collection development practices which is evident from the impressive 
growth and overall development of University library despite of having new origin. Khan 
(2016) conducts a comparative analysis of collection development patterns among the four 
central University libraries of Uttar Pradesh (UP). The findings evidently reveal that newly 
centralized University libraries are lagging far behind the old centralized University libraries 
in collection development practices. Sasikala, Nagaratnamani and Dhanraju (2014) 
examine the trends in collection development activities in academic libraries of Andhra 
Pradesh. The analysis reveal that although some of the libraries are adopting innovative 
means for collection development however, majority of libraries are still following traditional 
collection development practices involving conventional ways. Giri, Sen and Mahesh 
(2015) examine the collection development process in five major academic libraries of New 
Delhi to assess the prevailing policies as well as practices for deciding the number of books 
required in multiple copies. It was evident from the study that there was no stability in the 
approach for the procurement of the same. Khan and Bhatti (2016) conduct an analysis of 
collection development in the University libraries of Pakistan to investigate the factors, which 
had an impact on collection development and management in University libraries. Chaputula 
(2014) investigates the collection development practices in private University libraries in 
Malawi, which reveals that these practices vary significantly from University to University 
however; common problem faced by all University libraries is the lack of adequate funding. 
Furthermore, Nwosu and Udo-Anyanwu (2015) reports about collection development in 
Nigerian academic libraries, which reveals that there, are numerous flaws in overall process 
of collection development viz; lack of a coordinating unit for collection development 
activities, low participation of faculty in book selection and irregular weeding of stock etc. In 
line with same Fombad and Mutula (2003) surveyed collection development practices at the 
University of Botswana library which reveals that the process is marred due to declining 
budget for books, increase of e-resources, difficulties of dealing with faculty, poor book trade 
infrastructure, lack of timely delivery of ordered books, and problems of evaluation of 
materials. Al-Ogla (2006) reports that the collection development in the King Saud 
University Libraries is not up to the mark. In the same vein Das (2015) conducts a 
comparative study of collection development of e-resources in University libraries of West 
Bengal. The findings divulge that University libraries lack sufficient budget, staff, and 
collection development policy for e-resource, which resulted in inadequate e-resources in 
these libraries. Susana Sanchez Vignau and Lourdes Presno Quesada (2006) examine the 
collection development in a digital environment with focus on user-oriented concept for 
developing digital collections. In tune with same Flatley and Krista (2009) conducted a 
survey of current practices related to collection development of e-resource in academic 
libraries which reveals that majority of libraries do not have a well-defined procedure meant 
for selecting and deselecting e-resources. 
Collection Development Practices in University Libraries 
Collection development (CD) emerges out to be the most important rather fundamental aspect 
of library and information centres. Accordingly, owing to vast scope of collection 
development and management in University libraries researchers across the globe attempted 
to research not only the concept as a whole but the individual components of this collective 
process to intricate and highlight about various aspect associated with these components that 
are interconnected with each other. Since, each component in itself is a process that 
collectively helps to accomplish the goal of effective collection building in libraries. In this 
context, studies related to components of CD are, enumerated as under 
a) Collection development policy (CDP) 
b)  User needs assessment  
c)  Selection  
d) Acquisition 
e) Evaluation of collection 
f) Weeding and 
g) Preservation of collection 
a)  Collection Development Policies (CDP) 
Fombad and Mutula (2003) observe that owing to immense importance of CDP, University 
libraries are increasingly becoming aware of the benefits of having a strong and constantly 
updated written collection development policy. In this milieu Ahmed (2005); Kiondo (2004) 
intricate about the concept CDP and discussed about their importance in academic libraries. 
Moreover, to ascertain the availability of CDP in University libraries Gangadharaiah 
(2014); Joshi, Konnur and Shinde (2012); Somashekara, Mariswamy and Dhruvakumar 
(2014) confirms the availability of CDP among Indian University libraries surveyed by them. 
Similar findings are resonated in the study conducted by Gupta (2008) confirming the 
availability of CDP in CSIR libraries whiles as Ameyaw and Entsua-Mensah (2016) in 
University libraries of Ghana. Contrarily Das (2015) observes lack of CDP in all surveyed 
University libraries of Odisha while as Kumar (2012) highlights lack of CDP in University 
libraries of Kerala. Similar findings were resonated in the study of Prakash and Patil (2013) 
who observe lack of CDP in majority of central University libraries in India. Furthermore, 
Chukwusa (2012); Nwosu and Udo-Anyanwu (2015) reports the lack CDP in Nigerian 
University libraries. Furthermore, Norman (1997) reveals that half of the surveyed 
University libraries do not have any CDP at all. In line with same Kiondo (2004) confirms 
that with the exceptions of a few, majority of African University libraries lack comprehensive 
CDP’s. Moreover, Ephraim (2001) in Mauritian University libraries and Haider (1996) in 
Pakistani University libraries also report lack of CDP. In tune with same Kanwal (2006) 
reveals that although almost all respondents were in favour of having a written policy but do 
not have well documented CDP. Accordingly, Evans (2000) emphasizes that to meet the 
varied information needs of user’s libraries particularly University libraries shall have to go 
on with their dual collection development policies for print and electronic resources. Besides, 
Singh (2004) stresses the need for updating the overall collection management policy (CMP).  
b) User’s Need Assessment 
It has been long established that fundamental aim of University libraries for which they exist 
is to satisfy the information needs of users. Owing to immense importance of users in 
libraries, Curley, Broderick and Bonk (1985) strongly emphasizes that librarians over the 
years have realized the importance of users, which persuaded them that an effective 
collection must be, developed with a firm perceptive of its users information needs. To 
support the fact Maske (2012); Fombad and Mutula (2003) state that the practicability of 
any collection can be determined by observing how robustly the library satisfies its patron 
intellectual needs. Kachaluba, Brady and Critten (2013); Premchand-Mohammed (2011) 
also stresses on patron–driven collection. In this milieu Tahir, Mahmood and Shafique 
(2010) reveal that it is very crucial for librarians predominantly in the scientific milieu to 
know about diverse need of users, users skills besides problems faced in identifying, 
accessing, utilizing various library resources. Accordingly, researchers draw attention 
towards the methods and means of assessing user’s information needs. For instance, Purdy 
(1942) recommends, “that the technique of evaluating the resources of a University library, 
in relation to real needs of patrons includes an analysis of the specific, day-to-day 
information needs of students and faculty and of the extent to which those needs are 
satisfied”. However, at the same time author highlights that evaluation in these terms requires 
facts pertaining to needs satisfied and needs not satisfied. In line with same Allen (1994) 
reports that it’s useful to “evaluate circulation statistics, interlibrary loans requests, and 
examine the size, depth, breadth and growth of the library’s collection to assess the 
information needs of the users. Haas (2000); Kasalu and Ojiambo (2012) adds that it is also 
valuable to assess user’s needs through analysis and user surveys. Tenopir (2009) observes 
that usage is an implicative measure about the value of the library collections and services. 
Moreover, Lastres (2011) reveals that to assess the usage of e-resources utilized by patron, 
“librarians can take control of usage metrics with the help of new tools such as Research 
Monitor, OneLog, and LookUp Precision.” Furthermore, Parmeswaran (1997) strongly 
emphasizes that libraries should have some inbuilt mechanism for assessing user 
requirements and evaluating the collections. In this regard, Nisonger (1997) rightly points out 
that evaluation criteria are needed to determine “how well and how cost-effectively patron 
information needs are met” as well as “to assess how well the library-as a system that 
integrates both print and electronic resources-is responding to patron need.” Accordingly, it 
emerges that University libraries have initiated the practice of assessment in libraries for 
instance Lancaster University library regularly conducts user satisfaction surveys as a means 
of identifying areas for service improvement (More success for the Library in student 
surveys, 2018). In the same vein, Loughborough University Library focuses on the quality of 
customer care and information provided by the circulation desk, support services desk and 
enquiry desks (Cunningham, Harrison, Walton, Parry & Young, 2015). The Lingnan 
University Library also conducts annual user satisfaction surveys to assess their information 
needs (Library User Satisfaction Survey, 2016). Khan (2009) confirms practice of users 
need assessment in University libraries in U.P. Contrarily Prakash and Patil (2013) reveals 
that although Indian University libraries consider user needs for collection development 
however lacks periodic assessment of user needs. In the same vein Shivalingaiah and 
Gowda (2012), reports that user surveys are not organized to know the status of the 
collection and services in libraries. Similar findings are resonated in the study conducted by 
Khan (2015) which reveals that users’ needs assessment is an ignored area in the University 
libraries of Pakistan.  
c)  Selection and Acquisition of Library Collection 
Commenting upon the importance of selection in collection development, Nwosu and Udo-
Anyanwu (2015) opines that selection is a basic and foremost step in the acquisition process. 
In this context, Evans and Sapronaro (2005) investigate about selection of information 
resources in University libraries while as Allison (1996) highlights about the conventional 
selection criteria for print serials. In line with same Ameen and Haider (2008) elucidate the 
book selection strategies in University libraries and observe that with a few exceptions 
majority of libraries are still following the conventional selection practices. On the other hand 
Benny (2015); Kumbar and Hadagali (2005) discusses about the selection criteria, pricing 
issues and models for different electronic formats and enlist the challenges before library 
professionals in the changed environment while as selection of Web resources for academic 
libraries was discussed by York (1996). In tune with same Rowley (1998) reports about the 
selection issues that must be, considered for an online search service. Besides, Ameen and 
Haider (2008) observe that majority of University libraries are following traditional selection 
practices. The author further states that faculty as well as librarians do not have a fair role in 
selection strategy. Conversely Khan and Khan (2010); Khan and Bhatti (2016) reveal that 
the selection of study materials in University libraries is done by librarians or recommended 
by teachers and students.  
Moreover, commenting upon acquisition process Kavulya (2004) points out that it is the 
implementation of selection decision. In this milieu Sasikala, Nagaratnamani and 
Dhanraju (2015) critically examine the selection criteria and acquisition process in academic 
libraries in Andhra Pradesh to highlight the trends followed by these libraries reveals that 
purchase followed by gift, and donations are common methods of acquisition. Ameen and 
Haider (2008); Haider (1996) examine the selection and acquisition process in University 
libraries of Pakistan which apparently reveals that overall acquisition process is affected due 
to a no. of factors viz; lack of proper management, non-existence of acquisition policies, 
budgetary constraints and lack of competent expertise. Furthermore, Nwosu and Udo-
Anyanwu (2015) examine the selection criteria and acquisition in Nigerian University 
libraries, which divulges purchase as the predominant method of acquisition in University 
libraries. Ajidahun (2008) intricate about book acquisition practices in Nigerian University 
libraries and highlights about the challenges associated with it.  
d)  Evaluation of Library Collection 
Ameen (2008) observes that to complete the cycle of collection development, evaluation of 
its processes internally as well as externally is imperative in meeting users’ expectation. In 
this milieu, commenting upon the techniques of assessing library collection, Fombad and 
Mutula (2003) state that, there are an array of methods for assessing and evaluating the 
quality of a collection viz; “having it evaluated by a specialist in that field, the use of reading 
lists, bibliographic checking, numeric counts, formulas and standards, interlibrary loan 
analysis, checking against the catalogue of other libraries, implementation of user surveys, 
analysis of machine readable cataloguing data and the use of collection maps and Scat 
analysis”. Lancaster (1995) put forward 3 main approaches to the evaluation of library 
collection which includes, “1) Comparing parts of the collection against bibliographies of 
various types; 2) Comparing strengths of the collection in various subject areas with 
measures of community interests (e.g., student enrolment in courses); 3) Analyzing 
circulation records in an attempt to determine, from amount of use, whether or not present 
collection development policies seems appropriate.” On the other hand, in evaluating 
multimedia resources, Lamb (2004) identifies three methods viz; collection mapping, 
circulation statistics and patron survey. Moreover, Pastine (1996) also enumerated a number 
of methodologies in literature, which have received some acceptance and use in academic and 
research libraries viz; Quantitative methods and Qualitative methods. In this context, 
Carrigan (1996); Danielson (2012), argues, “For a balanced assessment of collection 
development and acquisitions evaluating both use and ILL statistics is indispensable.” On the 
other hand, Andrews, Monday & Williams (2006, as cited in Crowley and Spencer, 2011) 
discussed about the Tool JISC Academic Database Assessment (ADAT) that is an online 
comparison tool, which facilitate libraries to make erudite decisions during the selection 
process in libraries. In line with same commenting upon the assessing the usage of e-
resources Crowley and Spencer (2011) reveal that “COUNTER-compliant reports give 
libraries the opportunity to consistently compare data across resources and vendors” thereby 
aiding library’s decision-making processes when reviewing the renewal of large e-journal 
collections and other e-resources (Bucknell, 2008). On the other hand, Hyodynmaa, 
Kannisto and Nurminen (2010) highlights about collection mapping technique while as 
Wiele, Hesselink and Iwaarden (2005) provide an insight about the Mystery shopping 
method for evaluating the services quality in libraries.  
In above context, Hyodynmaa, Kannisto and Nurminen (2010); Khan (2009); Oseghale 
(2008) confirms about the practice of assessing collection in University libraries using 
various evaluative techniques. Moreover, Rayes Pacios and Lubisco (2008) found that most 
Latin American University libraries evaluate some aspect of their services, but the frequency 
of these actions does not appear to be very consistent. Contrarily Ameen (2010); Giri, Sen 
and Mahesh (2015); Khan and Bhatti (2015); Khan and Bhatti (2016) observes that the 
culture of making a formal collection assessment has still not been introduced in the 
University libraries. However, some kind of formal or informal methods are used to get 
feedback, suggestions, or recommendations from the users.  
e)  Weeding of Library Collection 
Commenting upon the significance of weeding the Dubicki (2008) points out that weeding of 
library collection must be, considered as an effective way of continuous quality improvement 
in library collection to meet patron’s intellectual needs. In this milieu, to highlight the status 
of weeding practice in University libraries, researchers carried out a no. of studies. For 
instance  Prakash and Patil (2013) reveals that one third of the central library’s surveyed by 
them follow weeding practice for less used documents, Gangadharaiah (2014) confirms 
weeding practice among University libraries of Andhra Pradesh; Jyanthi (2013) in Tamil 
Nadu while as Johnston (2011) in New Zealand. Contrarily Das and choudhary (2014) 
reports lack of weeding practice in the University libraries of Odisha; Ephraim (2001) in 
University libraries of Mauritius; Konlan and Thompson (2015) in University libraries of 
Ghana; Nwosu and Udo-Anyanwu (2015) in Nigeria while as Kumar (2012) highlights lack 
of weeding policy in Kerala University libraries. 
f)  Preservation of Library Collection  
Commenting upon preservation practice in university libraries Lui (1999) explains that the 
methods of preservation are extensively implemented based upon the location, climate and 
environment. To highlight the status of preservation practices Sawant (2014) reveals lack of 
preservation culture among academic libraries of Mumbai which were attributed to the lack 
of proper preservation and conservation policies, lack of skilled professionals as well as lack 
of funds. Similar findings were resonated in the study conducted by Ogunmodede and 
Ebijuwa (2013) in African academic libraries and Njeze (2012) in Nigerian University 
libraries Ovowoh and Iwhiwhu (2010) in Nigerian academic libraries. On the other hand, 
Olatokun (2008) reports that although University libraries in Nigeria have preservation 
policies but the methods and techniques of preservation and conservation were never 
implemented. On the other hand, Adekannbi and Wahab (2015) argue that academic 
libraries do implement certain methods of preservation and conservation but lack proper 
preservation policies.  
Conclusion  
The literature markedly makes it apparent that University libraries are striving to adapt with 
transformations to serve professionally to the user community of their parent institution 
thereby satisfying their information needs in every possible manner. Since, “the major 
indicator of a good library is the quality and quantity of its collections” (Owolabi & 
Akintola, 2010). However, at the same time literature vividly reveals about the shortcomings 
that are prevailing in the collection of University libraries of India and abroad. In this regard 
it is strongly observed that collection development practices followed by majority of 
University libraries particularly in the developing countries including India are still 
traditional. In the same vein, the literature also point towards the factors that results in 
ineffective collection development which includes; lack of CDP, flaws in selection and 
acquisition process, lack of user need assessment, lack of collection evaluation practices, lack 
of weeding and preservation practices etc. Yet, despite the fact certain studies are 
contradicting these findings by confirming about above mentioned practices being followed 
by the University libraries indicating that University libraries are progressively adopting the 
transformations in order to satisfy the ever-changing information needs of user community in 
a best possible way.  
References  
Adekanmbi, J. O., & Wahab, F.W. (2015). Comparative Analysis of the Preservation and 
Conservation Techniques of Selected Special and Academic Libraries in Nigeria. Library 
Philosophy and Practice (e-journal). Paper 1328. Retrieved from 
http://digitalcommons.unl.edu/libphilprac/1328  
Ahmed, N. (2005). University library practices in developing countries. London: Rutledge 
and Kegan Paul. Ltd 
Ajidahun, C. (2008). Book acquisition practices in Nigerian University libraries: challenges 
and prospects. Library Management, 29(4/5), 414-421. DOI: 
10.1108/01435120810869156 
Allen, B. M (1994). Theoretical Value of Conspectus‐based (Cooperative) Collection 
Management. Collection Building, 13(2/3), 7-10. DOI: 10.1108/eb023363 
Allison, T. (1996). I love me, i love me not: Schizophrenic behaviour among 
acquisitions/collection development librarians. Library Acquisitions: Practice & Theory, 
20(1), 103-116. DOI: 10.1016/0364-6408(95)00085-2 
Al-Ogla, S. S.  (2006) Collection Development in the King Saud University Libraries. J. King 
Saud Univ, 19(1), 21-36. Retrieved from  
 http://repository.ksu.edu.sa/jspui/bitstream/123456789/190/1/Collection%20developmen
t%20in%20the%20King%20Saud%20University%20libraries.pdf 
Ameen, K. (2006). From acquisitions to collection management: mere semantics or an 
expanded framework for libraries?. Collection Building, 25(2):56-60. DOI: 
10.1108/0160495061065886 
Ameen, K. (2008). Perceptions and self-assessment of University librarians regarding 
Collection Management (CM): a case study of Pakistan.  Collection Building, 27 (4), 167 
– 173. DOI: 10.1108/0160495081091373 
Ameen, K. (2010).  The Culture of Collection Evaluation in Pakistan.  Library Philosophy 
and Practice (e-journal). Paper 455. 1-13. Retrieved from  
 http://digitalcommons.unl.edu/libphilprac/455  
Ameen, K., & Haider, S. J. (2008). Book selection strategies in University libraries of 
Pakistan: An analysis. Library Collections, Acquisitions, and Technical Services, 31(3-
4), 208-219. DOI: 10.1016/j.lcats.2007.11.002   
Ameyaw, S., & Entsua-Mensah, F. (2016). Assessment of Collection Development Practices: 
The Case of Valley View University Library, Ghana. Library Philosophy and Practice 
(e-journal). Paper 1440. 1-22. Retrieved from  
 http://digitalcommons.unl.edu/libphilprac/1440 
Benny, L. (2015). Selection and acquisition of e-resources in academic libraries: challenges. 
International Journal of Digital Library Services. 5(2), 125-137. Retrieved from 
http://www.ijodls.in/uploads/3/6/0/3/3603729/vol-5,_issue-2.124-137.pdf 
Beverly, Both, & Beverly, Bath (2003). Subject Specialist Librarians in Higher Education: A 
Selective Review of the Literature, with a Brief Postscript Relating to Middlesex 
Polytechnic Library. Learning Resources Bulletin, 4, 22-31. Paper 963. Retrieved from 
http://digitalcommons.unl.edu/libphilprac/963edu/viewdoc/download%3Fdoi%3D10.1.1.
629.4014%26rep%3Drep1%26type%3Dpdf+&cd=1&hl=en&ct=clnk&gl=in  
Chandel, A. S., & Saikia, M. (2012). Challenges and opportunities of e-resources. Annals of 
Library and information studies, 59, 148-154. Retrieved from 
http://nopr.niscair.res.in/bitstream/123456789/14973/1/ALIS%2059(3)%20148-154.pdf 
Chaputula, A. H. (2014). Collection development practices in private University libraries in 
Malawi. Library Management, 35(3), 150-163. DOI: 10.1108/lm-06-2013-0050 
Cholin, V. S. (2005). Study of the application of information technology for effective access 
to resources in Indian University libraries. The International Information & Library 
Review, 37, 189–197. DOI: 10.1016/j.iilr.2005.07.002 
Chukwusa, J. (2012). Extent of Implementation of collection development policies in Nigerian 
University libraries in the Niger Delta area, Nigeria. Journal of information 
Technologist, 9(2), 91. Retrieved from  
 http://connection.ebscohost.comchukwusa2012/c/articles/85785552Accessed 12/12/2014  
Carrigan. D. P. (1996). Collection Development-Evaluation. The Journal of Academic 
Librarianship. 273-278. DOI: 10.1016/S0099-1333(96)90117-2  
Crowley, E., & Spencer, C. (2011). Library Resources: Procurement, Innovation and 
Exploitation in a Digital World. In Dale, P., Beard, J. and Holland, M., (Eds). Ashgate. 
Retrieved from http://bournemouth.eprints.org/15938/ 
Cunningham,M., Harrison,L., Walton, G., Parry, F., & Young, H. (2015). Loughborough 
University Library: Users’ satisfaction survey 2014-15. Loughborough University 
Library. 1-57. Retrieved from 
http://www.lboro.ac.uk/media/wwwlboroacuk/content/library/downloads/surveyresults/L
ibrary%20Users%20Survey%20report%202014%2015.pdf 
Curley, A., Broderick, D., & Bonk, W. (1985). Building library collections. Metuchen, N.J.: 
Scarecrow    Press. 
Danielson, R. (2012). A dual approach to assessing collection development and acquisitions 
for academic libraries. Library Collections, Acquisitions, and Technical Services, 36(3-
4), 84-96. DOI:10.1016/j.lcats.2012.09.002 
Das, S. (2015). Collection Development of E-resources in University Libraries of West 
Bengal: A Comparative Study. International journal for research in emerging science 
and technology, 2(7). 78-86.Retrieved from   
       http://ijrest.net/downloads/volume-2/issue-7/pid-ijrest-27201529.pdf 
Das, P., & Choudhury, B. K. (2014). Collection Management Practices in Emerging Web 
Scenario: A Study of Selected University Libraries in Odisha India. International 
Research: Journal of Library & Information Science, 4(2), 253-266.Retrieved from  
       http://irjlis.com/wp-content/uploads/2014/07/4-IR205.pdf 
Dubicki, E. (2008). Weeding: facing the fears. Collection Building, 27(4), 132-135. DOI: 
10.1108/01604950810913689 
Ephraim, P. E. (2001). Setting the criteria and rationale in collection management: The 
University of Mauritius experience. Journal of Librarianship and Information Science in 
Africa, 1(2). DOI:10.4314/jlisa.v1i2.26549 
Evans, G. E. (1995). Developing library and information center collections, 3rd ed. 
Englewood, CO: Libraries Unlimited. 
Evans, G., & Saponaro, M. (2000). Developing library and information center collections. 
Englewood, Colo.: Libraries Unlimited.  
Evans,G.E and Sapronaro, M.Z (2005). Developing Library and Information Center 
Collection. (5thed.). Eaglewood Co: Libraries Unlimited. 
Flatley, R., & Prock, K. (2009). E-Resource Collection Development: A Survey of Current 
Practices in Academic Libraries.  Library Philosophy and Practice (e-journal). Paper 
296. Retrieved from http://digitalcommons.unl.edu/libphilprac/296 
Fombad, M., & Mutula, S. M. (2003). Collection development practices at the University of 
Botswana library (UBL). Malaysian Journal of Library & Information Science, 8(1), 65-
76. Retrieved from http://ejum.fsktm.um.edu.my/article/248.pdf 
Gangadharaiah, G. (2014). Use and management of information products and services in 
University libraries in Andhra Pradesh: An analytical study (PhD). Sri Krishnadevaraya 
University. Retrieved from http://hdl.handle.net/10603/16090  
Ghosh, T., & Panda, K. (2010). Collection development and access to serials in the Central 
Library of IITs in India. Library Collections, Acquisitions, and Technical Services, 34(2-
3), 45-50. DOI:10.1016/j.lcats.2010.03.008 
Giri, R., Sen, B., & Mahesh, G. (2015). Collection Development in Indian Academic 
Libraries: An Empirical Approach to Determine the Number of Copies for Acquisition. 
DESIDOC Journal of Library & Information Technology, 35(3), 184-192. 
DOI:10.14429/djlit.35.3.7806 
Gohel, B., & Parmar, R. (2013). Collection Development in the University Libraries of 
Gujarat State: An Evaluative and Comparative Study. Pearl: A Journal of Library and 
Information Science, 7(2), 128-132. DOI:10.5958/j.0975-6922.7.2.018 
Gupta, O.P. (1992). Development of University libraries in India after independence. New 
Delhi: Concept Publishing Company. 
Haas, L.M. (2000). Local information: Better utilizing the data at hand. Journal of Library 
Administration, 31(2), 69-76. DOI: 10.1300/j111v28n02_06 
Haider, S. J. (1996). Acquisition and collection development in Pakistan. Library 
Acquisitions: Practice & Theory, 20(2), 147-156. DOI: 10.1016/0364-6408(95)00089-5  
Hyodynmaa, M., Kannisto, A.A., & Nurminen, H. (2010). How to evaluate library 
collections: a case study of collection mapping. Collection Building, 29(2), 43 – 49. DOI: 
10.1108/01604951011040125 
Jayanthi,P. (2013). Resource development in University libraries of Tamil Nadu: An 
analytical study (PhD). Bharathidasan University. Retrieved from  
       http://hdl.handle.net/10603/30272 
Johnston, A. (2011). A survey of weeding practices in New Zealand academic libraries. 
Submitted to the School of Information Management, Victoria University of Wellington, 
in partial fulfilment of the requirements for the degree of Master of Information Studies. 
1-22. Retrieved from 
http://researcharchive.vuw.ac.nz/xmlui/bitstream/handle/10063/1724/thesis.pdf?sequence
=1 
Joshi, A.N., Konnur, P.V., & Shinde, M.G. (2012). Collection Development Policy: A Study 
of University Libraries of Karnataka. Pearl: A Journal of Library and Information 
Science, 6(4), 161-166. DOI: 10.5958/j.0973-7081.6.4.017 
Joshi, M. K. (2015). University Libraries in North India: Current Status and Information 
Technology Use Trends. DESIDOC Journal of Library and Information 
Technology, 35(4), 258-265. doi:10.14429/djlit.35.4.8845 
Kachaluba, S. B., Brady, J. E., & Critten, J. (2012). Developing Humanities Collections in 
the Digital Age: Exploring Humanities Faculty Engagement with Electronic and Print 
Resources. College & Research Libraries, 75(1), 91-108. DOI: 10.5860/crl12-393  
Kasalu, S., & Ojiambo, J. B. (2012). Application of ICTs in collection development in private 
University libraries in Kenya. Collection Building, 31(1), 23 – 31. DOI: 
10.1108/01604951211199155 
Kanwal, A. (2006). University libraries in Pakistan and status of collection management 
policy: Views of library managers. Library Collections, Acquisitions, & Technical 
Services, 30(3/4), 154–161. DOI: 10.1016/j.lcats.2006.12.003 
Kavulya, J. M. (2004). University Libraries in Kenya: A Study of Their Practices and 
Performance (Doctoral dissertation, University of Kenya, Kenya). Retrieved from 
http://edoc.hu-berlin.de/dissertationen/kavulya-joseph-muema-2004-02 
19/PDF/Kavulya.pdf 
Khan, A.M. (2009). Collection development, organization and services of central universities 
libraries in U P (PhD). Aligarh Muslim University. Retrieved from  
       http://hdl.handle.net/10603/52333 
Khan, A. M. (2016). A study on collection development and its organizational pattern of 
University libraries in Uttar Pradesh (India). Collection Building. 35(1), 1 – 11. DOI: 
10.1108/CB-03-2014-0019 
Khan, G. G., & Bhatti, R. (2016). An analysis of collection development in the University 
libraries of Pakistan. Collection Building, 35(1), 22-34. DOI: 10.1108/cb-07-2015-0012 
Khan, S. A., & Bhatti, R. (2012). A Review of Problems and Challenges of Library 
Professionals in Developing Countries including Pakistan . Library Philosophy and 
Practice (e-journal). Paper 757. Retrieved from 
http://digitalcommons.unl.edu/libphilprac/757 
Khan, S. I., & Khan, M. A. (2010). collections development of Maulana Azad library (AMU) 
and central library of University of Delhi: A comparative study. Brazillion journal of 
Information Science (BJIS), 4(2), 3-19. Retrieved from 
http://www2.marilia.unesp.br/revistas/index.php/bjis/index> 
Kiondo, E. (2004). Around the World to: The University of Dar es Salaam Library: 
Collection Development in the Electronic Information Environment. Library Hi Tech 
News, 21(6), 19-24. DOI: 10.1108/07419050410554861 
Konlan, B., & Thompson,E.S. (2015). Weeding: A strategy for effective management of 
library stock at University of Ghana Medical School, Korle-bu. International Journal of 
Library and Information Science, 7(6), 117-123. DOI:10.5897/ijlis2015.0577 
Kumar, P.K.S. (2012). University Libraries in Kerala: A SWOT Analysis for Marketing". 
Library Philosophy and Practice (ejournal). Paper 787. Retrieved from 
       http://digitalcommons.unl.edu/libphilprac/787 
Kumar, P.K.S. (2012). User Satisfaction and Service Quality of the University Libraries in 
Kerala. International Journal of Information Dissemination and Technology, 2(1), 24-30. 
Retrieved from http://www.ijidt.com/index.php/ijidt/article/view/50/50  
Kumbar, B. D., & Hadagali, G. S. (2005). Collection development in the electronic 
environment: Challenges before library professionals. 3rd Convention PLANNER -2005, 
Assam Univ., Silchar, 72-82. Retrieved from 
http://ir.inflibnet.ac.in/bitstream/1944/1358/1/9.pdf 
Lancaster, F. W. (1995). The evaluation of library services: a concise review of the existing 
literature. Investigacion Bibliotecologica, 9(18), 25-37. Retrieved from 
http://www.ejournal.unam.mx/ibi/vol09-18/IBI000901803.pdf 
Lamb, A., & Johnson, L. (2004). Multimedia seeds: Exploring audio and video collection 
management. Retrieved from http://eduscapes.com/seeds/cd4.html#/ 
Lastres, S.A. (2011). Collection development in the age: How to expand your footprints 
beyond your walls. AALL Spectrum, 20-23. Retrieved from 
http://www.aallnet.org/mm/Publications/spectrum/archives/Vol-15/No-8/pub-sp1106-
Collection.pdf 
 Library User Satisfaction Survey. (2016). Lingnan University library. Retrieved from 
http://www.library.ln.edu.hk/about/library-statistics-and-surveys/user-survey-2016 
Lui, J. (1999). Preservation of library materials in China: Problems and solutions. Asian 
Libraries, 8(12), 480-483. DOI: 10.1108/10176749910303496. 
Mansour, E. (2017). The potential role of university libraries’ manpower, collections, 
services, facilities and activities in promoting national security in times of crises in 
Upper Egypt. Library Management, 38(4/5), 182-202. doi:10.1108/lm-08-2016-0063 
Maske, R.A. (2012). Library Collection Development in Information & Electronic Era. Social 
growth, 1(3), 118-123. DOI: RNI. MAHMUL02937/2010/35848 
Nkechi, O.-E. R. (2015). Users’ Perception of University Library Resources and Services in 
South East Zone of Nigeria. Open Journal of Philosophy, 5, 239-
242.DOI:10.4236/ojpp.2015.54030 
Nisonger, T. (1997). Electronic journal collection management issues. Collection Building, 
16(2), 58-65. DOI: 10.1108/01604959710164377 
Njeze, M.E. (2012). Preservation and Conservation Issues in Selected Private Universities in 
South-West Nigeria. Library Philosophy and Practice, 761. Retrieved from 
http://digitalcommons.unl.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=1835&context=libphilprac 
Norman, O. G. (1997). The impact of electronic information sources on collection 
development: a survey of current practice. Library Hi Tech, 15(1/2), 123-132. DOI: 
10.1108/07378839710307485 
Nwosu, C.C., & Udo-Anyanwu, A. J. (2015). Collection Development in Academic Libraries 
in Imo State Nigeria: Status Analysis and Way Forward. International Journal of 
Advanced Library and Information Science, 3(1), 126-135.Retrieved from  
       http://scientific.cloud-journals.com/index.php/IJALIS/article/view/Sci-301 
Olatokun, W.M. (2008). A survey of preservation and conservation practices and Techniques 
in Nigerian University Libraries. Library and Information Science Research Electronic 
Journal, 18(2). Retrieved from 
http://libresejournal.info/wpcontent/uploads/2014/06/Vol18_I2_Olatokun_FINAL.pdf 
Olanlokun, S.O., & Adekanye, E.A. (2005). Collection development in an unstable economy: 
A case study of the University of Lagos Library. African Journal of Library Archives 
and Information Science, 15 (2), 141-148. DOI: 10.1016/0364-6408(87)90047-0  
Oseghale, O. (2008).  Faculty Opinion as Collection Evaluation Method: a Case Study of 
Redeemer's University Library. Library Philosophy and Practice (e-journal). Paper 221. 
1-8. Retrieved from http://digitalcommons.unl.edu/libphilprac/221 
Ovowoh, R. O., & Iwhiwhu, B.E., (2010). Preserving Information-Bearing Material in Higher 
Education Institutions in Nigeria . Library Philosophy and Practice (e-journal). Paper 
396. Retrieved from http://digitalcommons.unl.edu/libphilprac/396 
Owolabi, K.A. &  Akintola, B.O. (2010). A survey of Collection Development activities in
 Nigerian University Libraries: Pacific North West Library Association, 74 (4), 1-7, 
 Retrieved from   
            http://unilib.unl.ed/llp/PNL 
Parmeswaran.M. (1997). Collection Development in University Libraries: Policy and 
Procedures. DESIDOC Bulletin of information Technology, 17 (2), 11-13. 
DOI:10.14429/dbit.17.2.3328 
Pastine, M. (1996). Collection Development. Collection Management, 21(3-4), 179-234. 
DOI: 10.1300/j105v21n03_11. 
Pradhan, B. (2016). Dynamism of Collection Development activities in Central Library, 
Central University of Orissa, Koraput from 2009-2015. International Journal of 
Research in Library Science, 2(1), 17-25. Retrieved from  
        http://ijrls.in/wp-content/uploads/2016/04/Dynamism-of-Collection-Development 
activities-in-Central-Library-Central-University-of-Orissa-Koraput-from-2009-2015.pdf 
Prakash, B., & Patil, D. B. (2013). Collection development and management in the central 
University libraries in India: Survey analysis and policy perspectives. E-Library Science 
Research Journal, 1(11), 1-7. Retrieved from 
http://www.lsrj.in/UploadedArticles/119.pdf 
Premchand-Mohammed, S. (2011). Bridging the gap between print and electronic resources 
at a multi-campus University library. VINE, 41(3), 315-333. DOI: 
10.1108/03055721111171591 
Purdy, G. F. (1942). Source the Evaluation of University Library Service. The Library 
Quarterly, 12 (3), 638-644. Retrieved from http://www.jstor.org/stable/4302996 
Reyes Pacios, A., & Lubisco, N. (2008). An approach to evaluating Latin American 
University libraries. Performance Measurement and Metrics, 9(2), 94-109. DOI: 
10.1108/14678040810906808. 
Rowley, J. (1998). Promotion and marketing communications in the information marketplace. 
Library Review, 47(8), 383-387. DOI: 10.1108/00242539810239543 
Sasikala.C., Nagaratnamani, G., & Dhanraju, V. (2015). Pattern of Collection Development 
in Academic Libraries in Andhra Pradesh: A Study. IOSR Journal of Humanities and 
Social Science (IOSR-JHSS), 19(2), 5-18. Retrieved from  http://iosrjournals.org/iosr-
jhss/papers/Vol19-issue2/Version-3/B019230518.pdf 
Sawant,S. (2014).A study on preservation and conservation in Academic libraries in Mumbai. 
Annals of Library and Information studies, 61, 153-159. Retrieved from 
http://nopr.niscair.res.in/bitstream/123456789/29036/1/ALIS%2061(2)%20153-159.pdf 
Singh, S.P. (2004). Collection management in the electronic environment. The Bottom Line: 
Managing Library Finances, 17 (2), 55–60. DOI 10.1108/08880450410536071  
Simisay, A.O. (2012). Faculty Use of University Library Resources: A Study of Tai Solarin 
University of Education, Ijagun, Ogun State, Nigeria. Library Philosophy and Practice 
(e-journal). Paper 820. Retrieved from http://digitalcommons.unl.edu/libphilprac/820 
Somashekara, Y. L., Mariswamy, C., & Dhruvakumar. (2014). University library collection 
development: An overview. Proceeding of NCALPHERRER, 25-32.Retrieved from 
http://eprints.uni-mysore.ac.in/16650/1/YLS.pdf 
Susana Sanchez Vignau, B., & Lourdes Presno Quesada, I. (2006). Collection Development 
in a digital environment: an imperative for information organizations in the twenty-first 
century. Collection Building, 25(4), 139-144. DOI: 10.1108/01604950610706005 
Tahir, M., Mahmood, K., & Shafique, F. (2010). Use of electronic information resources and 
facilities by humanities scholars. The Electronic Library, 28(1), 122-136. DOI: 
10.1108/02640471011023423 
Tenopir, C. (2009), “Measuring the value and return on investment of academic libraries”, in 
Dhawan, M.S. (Ed.), Proceedings of the International Conference on Academic 
Libraries 2009 on Globalizing Academic Libraries Vision 2020, Delhi University 
Library System, Delhi. 
Wiele, T. V., Hesselink, M., & Iwaarden, J. V. (2005). Mystery shopping: A tool to develop 
insight into customer service provision. Total Quality Management & Business 
Excellence, 16(4), 529-541. DOI: 10.1080/14783360500078433 
York, G. A. (1996). New media/traditional values: selecting government information on the 
Internet. Internet Research, 6(4), 5-12. DOI: 10.1108/10662249610152249 
 
